However, as an element in the "evidence base" for policy they should be done with integrity and in accordance with best scientific practices.
Part of mäkelä's critique is concerned with "inconsistent methods and contentious assumptions". on this front, there is much we agree on. From my perspective, one caveat is that the critique tends to take for granted and argue from a basis of "basic tenets of mainstream welfare economics", without acknowledging that some of these are subject to dispute.
Commentaries
At a more general level, mäkelä has three main complaints: that it would be preferable to stick to measures of health and other problems, rather than an aggregative approach; that a government-budget perspective on costs is defensible, but not a societal perspective; and that reducing harms to the common metric of money "conceals important issues and value 
